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7a. Microcytic RBC's 
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7b. Normal RBCs 
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7c. Macrocytic RBCs 
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Fig. 7 



8a. Comparison of MCV, Present Invention vs. Prior Art. 
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Fig. 8 



10a. Comparison of MCH, Present Invention vs. Prior Art 
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10b. Comparison of MCH, Present Invention vs. Colorimetric Hb/RBC 
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Fig. 10 
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12a. Comparison of MCV: Present Invention vs. Prior Art 
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Fig. 12 



